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-  -  -  DEDICATION 

To  an  ancestry  of  honorable  record — to  parents 
who  were  inferior  to  none  of  their  ancestors  in  living' 
tiie  philosophy  of  their  lives — -and  -to  my  Sainted  son. 
Janies,  who  was  taken  away  in  the  first  year  of  his  life. 

•  ^  —THE  AUTHOR 


PREFACE 

Believing  now  that  in  years  to  come  our  posterity  will 
be  vitally  interested  in  a  history  of  the  families  from  whence 
they  spring,  and  in  order  chat  the  older  genealogical  com¬ 
pilations  may  be  brought,  up  to  date  and  connected  families 
included,  an  attempt  has  been  here  made  to  set  down  such 
data  as  has,  by  much  effort,  been  gleaned  from  various 
sources. 

Dates  and  places  have  been  verified  when  possible  but 
are  given  without  attempt  to  reduce  those  prior  to  It 52  to 
the  modern  calendar. 

Credit  is  due  to  the  assistance  of  contemporary  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  various  families,  and  to  the  invaluable  recoids 
contained  in  the  'Douglass  Cenealogy  printed  by  the  E.  L. 
Freeman  Company  in  1879.  •  .  . 

— W.  J.  AUSTIN 
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LEO  A.  DOUGLASS 


|C>) 


FAMILY  NAME  AND  COAT  OF  ARMS 


Much  of  the  following*  information  consists  of  extracts 
compiled  from  the  “Douglas  Genealogy"  by  Charles  Douglas, 
published  in  1879  through  the  E.  L.  Freeman  Press,  a  copy 
of  which  book  is  in  the  Newberry  Library  at  Chicago, .Illinois. 


Of  the  origin  and  primitive  signification  of  the  name 
Douglas,  one  of  the  most  ancient  and  honored  in  the  annals 
of  Scotland,  there  is  no  account  which  is  satisfactory.  Much 
attention  has* been. bestowed  upon  the  subject  but  no  theory 
has  yet  been  advanced  which  can  be  relied  upon  a*  aosolute- 
]y  trustworthy.  The  one  generally  given  the  greatest  weight 
is  that  stated  by  the  historian  Hume, 


“’According  then  to  the  constant  and  genaral  tradition 
•  of  Men  thus  was  their  original.  During  the  reign  of  Solva- 
thius.  King  of  Scotland,  one  Donald  Rain  (that  is  Dona1.  1  tne 
white,  or  fair)  having  possest  himself  of  .all  the  western 
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islands  (called  Hebrides)  and  instituting  himsell  k i n there¬ 
of,  aspired  to  set  the  crown  of  Scotland  also  upon  his  hea  l. 
For  effectuating  thereof  he  gathered  a  great  army:  Wherein 
he  confided  so  much,  that  he  sec  foote  on  the  nearest  contin¬ 
ent  of  Scotland,  to  wit,  tire  Province  of  Kintyre  and  Lome. 
The  king’s  lieutenants  Duchal  and  Culen  Governors  of  Athol 
and  A r gyle  make  head  against  him  with  such  forces  as  the> 
could  assemble  on  the  sudden'.  Donald,  trusting  to  the  num¬ 
ber  of  his  men,  did  bid  them  battle,  and  so  prevailed  a' 


first,  that  he  made  the  Kings  army  to  give  ground,  and  had 
now  almost  gained  the  day,  and  withal  the  Kingdom,  that, 
lay  at  stake,  both  in  hi:  own  conceit  and  the  estimation 
of  his  enemies.  ‘In  the  meantime  a  certain  nobleman,  d’s- 
daining  to  see  so  bad  a  cause  have  so  good  success,  out  of 
his  love  to  his  prince,  and  the  desire  of  honor,  accompanied 


with  his  sons  made  an  onset  upon  these  prevailing  rebels 
with  such  cou range  and  resolution,  that  he  brought  them 
to  stand,  and  then  heartening  the  discouraged,  fliers,  both 
by  word  and  example,  he  turns  the  chance  and,  instead  of 
Victorie,  they  got  a  defeat;  for  Donald's  men,  being  over¬ 
thrown  and  fled,  he  himself  was  slain.  This  lavt  was  so 
Imuch  .the  more  noted,  as  the  Danger  had  been  meats  and 
the  Victorie  unexpected.  Therefore  the  King,  ‘  being  desir¬ 
ous  to  Acquire  for  che  author  of  so  valiant  an  act.  the  Noble¬ 
man  being  there  in  Person,  Answere  was  made  unto  the 
King  in  the  Irish  tongue  (which  was  then  only  in  use) 


“Sholto'Du  Glasse,”  that  is  to  say,  behold  yonder  black,  grey 
man,  pointing  at  him  with  the  finger,  and  designing  hv  bis 
colour  and  complexion,  without  more  ceremony  or  addition 
of  titles  of  honour.  The  King,  considering  this  service  and 


Merits  in  preserving  his  ,  crown, 
homely  Designation  rewarded  him 
lands  and  imposed  upon  himsell 


and  delighted  with  the 
royally  with  many  great 
the  name  of  “Douglasse 
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which  hath  continued  with  his  posterity  until  this  clay.  And 
from  him  the  shire  and  county  which  he  got  is  called  still 
“Douglasdale”  and  the  river  that  watereth  it  is  “Douglas- 
river,”  the  castle  which  he  builded  thereon,  “Douglas  Castle, 
or  Castle  Perilous”  (History  of  the  House  and  Race  of 
Douglas  and  Angus,  Vol.  1,  p.  5-6. 


The  description  of  the  Douglas  coat  of  arms  is.  in 
reraldic  'terms,  “Argent  a  man’s  heart  Gules  ennigned-  with 
an  Iniperial  Crown,  proper:  on  a  chief  Azure  three  Stars 
of  the  first,”  This,  in  ordinary  language,  would  be:  Upon 
a  field  of  silver,  a  mans  heart,  red,  beneath  an  Imperial 
Crown  in  its  proper  colors:  above  the  dividing  line,  upon 
a  blue  ground,  three  scars  of  silver.  This  is  the  Parental 
Arms  of  the  Douglas,  and  is  the  cognizance  of  Douglas  blood, 
whenever  or  with  whatever  other  arms  combined. 


The  original  Douglas  Arms  was  simply  three  silver 
stars  upon  a.  blue  field.  The  origin  of  this  coat  is  unknown. 
It  is  thought  that  several  centuries  ago  the  Murray  Clan 
was  nearly  related  to  chat  of  the  Douglas  because  of  H'e 
fact  that  the  arms  of  the  former  also  contain  the  three 
stars.  The  origin  and  sieni.ficence  of  the  crown  and  heavt  is 
better  known.  It  was  assumed  by  the  family  as  a -memorial 
of  the  fate  of  the  Good  Sir  James  of  Douglas  who  pgrisne  1 
in  Spain  in  1330  while  on  a  journey  to  the  Holy  land  with 
the  Heart  of  Sir  Robert  the  Bruce.  The  name  is  found,  in 
both  ancient  and  modern  times  as  bein<r  sueded  Douodass, 
Douglass  and  Douglas,  though  Douglass  seems  to  be  the  pre¬ 
ferred  spelling.  No  attempt  is  here  made  to  offer  the 
proper  spelling. 


The  dying  King  had  bequeathed  his  heart  to  the  Good 
Sir  James,  who  had  been  his  greatest  captain,  with  the  re¬ 
quest  that  he  would  carry  it  to  the  Holy  land  and  bury  it 
before  the  High  Alter  at  Jerusalem.  It  is  sometimes  stated 
that  Sir  James  died  on  his  way  to  the  Holy  land,  and  that 
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he  had  the  heart  with  him  at  the  time  in  a  siher  box,  but 
Hume,  the  historian  of  the  family,  distinctly  states  that 
the  errand  had  been  accomplished  and  that  Sir  James  was 
on  his  way  back  to  Scotland. 


“He  carried  with  him  to  Jerusalem  the  King  s  Heart 
embalmed  and  put  into  a  Box  of  Gold,  which  he  solemn i> 
buried  before  the  high  Altar  there;  and  this  is  the  Reason 
why  the  Douglas  bear  the  crowned  Heart  in  their  Arms 
ever  since.” — History  of  the  Houses  of  Douglas  and  Angnis. 

Vol.  1,  p.  94. 


(10) 


. 


ANCIENT  DOUGLAS  FAMILY  OF  SCOTLAND 


Archaeology  has  failed  in  its  efforts  to  pierce  the  ob¬ 
scurity,  which  veils  the  origin  of  the  heroic  race  of  which  it 
has  been  said,  ‘“So  many,  so  good,  of  Douglas  blood  have 
been,  Of  one  surname,  in  one  Kingrick,  never  vec  were  seen. 

A  legend  of  the  16th  or  17th  century  told  how.  about 
the  year  770,  a  Scottish  King,  whose  ranks  had  been  broken 
by  a  fierce  onset  of  a  lord  of  the  isles,  saw  the  tide  oi  battle 
suddenly  turned  by  an  unknown  Chief:  how,  when  the  vic¬ 
tory  was  won,  the  Monarch  asked  where  was  his  deliverer: 
How  the  answer  ran  in  Erse,  Sholto  Du-Glasse  (‘behold  the 
dark-gray  man’):  and  how  the  warrior  was  rewarded  with 
that  Clydesdale  Valley  which,  taking  from  him  its  name  of 
Douglas,  gave  surname  to  its  occupants  and  descendants. 

An  ancient  historian  says,  “We  do  not  know  them  in 
the  fountain,  but  in  the  stream;  not  in  the  root  but  in  the 
stem;  for  we  know  not  who  was  the  first  mean  man  that 
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did  by  his  virtue  raise  himself  above  the  vulgar.*’  It  is 
thought  likely  that  in  the  beginning  of  the  15th  century 
that  che  Douglasses  and  the  Murrays  had  come  of  the  same 
stock,  and  in  this  old  conjecture  all  that  is  known  on  the 
subject  must  still  be  summed  up. 

William  of  Douglas,  the  first  of  the  family  who  ap¬ 
pears  on  record,  was  so  called  from  the  wild  pastoral  dale 
which  he  possessed.  He  is  found  witnessing  charters  by  the 
King  and  the  Bishop  of  Glasgow  between  1175  and  1213.  He 
was  either  the  brother  or  brother  in  law  of  Sir  Freskin  of 
Mui  ray,  and  had  six  sons  of  whom  Archibald,  or  Erkinhald, 
was.  his  heir;  and  Brice,  a  Monk  of  Kelso,  rose  to  be  nrior  of 
Lesmahogo  (a  dependency  of  Kelso  on  the  outskirts  of 
Douglassdale,)  and  in  1203  was  preferred  to  the  great  Bish¬ 
op  He  ot  Murray.  He  owed  his  promotion,  no  doubt,  to  die 
influence  of  his  kinsman,  the  Murray,  and  it  contributed  not 
a  1  i 1 1 7 e  to  the  rising;  fortunes  of  his  own  house.  He  was  fol¬ 
lowed  beyond  the  Spey  by  his  four  brother-,  of  whom  one 
became  sheriff  of  Elgin;  another  became  a  canon  of  Murray: 
a  third,  who  had  been  a  Monk  of  Kelso,  seems  to  have  be¬ 
come  Arch  Deacon  of  Murray,  and  a  fourth  who  had  been 
parson  -of  Douglas,  appears  to  have  become  Dean  of  Murray. 

Sir  Archibald  of  Douglas  is  a  witness  to.  Charters  be¬ 
tween  1190  and  1223.  He  attained  the  rank  of  knighthood, 
and  besides  his  inheritance  of  Douglas,  held  the  lands  of 
Hailes,  on  the  water  ol  Leith,  from  the  Monks  of  Dunfern- 
line,  and  had  a  grant  of  the  lands  of  Livengscon  and  Hind¬ 
man  don  from  the  Earl  of  Fife.  He  is  said  to  have  acQuired 
other  lands  in  Clydesdale  by  his  marriage  with  one  of  the 
two  daughters  of  Sir  John  of  Crawford. 

Sir  William  of  Douglas's,  apparently  the  son  of  Sir 
Archibald,  figures  in  record  from  1210  to  1273.  He  appears 
in  1255  as  one  of  the  Scottish  partisans  of  King  Henry  Ilf  of 
England;  and  in  1267,  is  found  in  possession  of  die  Manor  of 
Fawdon,  in  Northumberland,  by  gift  of  the  King’s  son  (after¬ 
wards  Edward  I).  He  seemo  to  have  had  a  brother.  Sir 
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Andrew,  the  progenitor  of  the  Douglasses  of  Dakkeith  an  1 
Morton,  and  certainly  had  two  sons. 

Hugh  of  Douglas,  the  elder,  acquired  land  in  Glen- 
corse,  in  Lothian  by  marriage- with  the  siscer  ot  Sir  Hugh  of 
Abeinethy;  and  dying  without  issue  about  1-S«  succeed 
ed  by  his  younger  brother. 

Sir  'William  of  Douglas,  distinguished  in  the  family 
traditions  as  William  the  Hardy,  had  all  the  daring  and 
restless  spirit  which  was  characteristic  of  his  decendancs. 
His  first  apperance  is  in  1267,  when  his  head  was  nearly 
severed  from  his  shoulders  in  defending  his  Fathers  English 
manor  from  a  foray  of  the  men  ol  Redesdale.  Tv.  ent\  \  eai -- 
later,  he  is  found  at  the  head  of  an  armed  band,  carrying 
off  his  future  wife,  a  wealthy  widow,  Alionora  of  Lovaine. 
from  the  manor  of  her  kinsfolk,  the  LaSouches,  at  Tranent, 
•in  Lothian.  We  hear  of  him  immediately  afterwards  as 
spoiling  the  Monk'  of  Melrose,  defacing  the  Kings  officers 
in  the  execution  of  a  judgment  in  favor  of  his  Mother,  un¬ 
lawfully  imprisoning  three  men  in  the  prison  of  his  castle 
and  beheading  one  of  them.  He  was  the  first  man  of  ran k 
who  joined  Wallace  in  the  rising  against  the  English  in  1297: 
and  for  this  his  lands  of  Douglas  were  wasted  with  fire  and 

sword,  and  his  wife  and  children,  carried  off  by  Robert  toe 
Bruce,  the  young  earl  of  Garrick,  then  an  unelish  auherent. 
The  Knight  of  Douglas  then  left  the  insurgent  rank;  and, 
following  his  wife  to  England  in  the  hooe  of  rescuing  -her, 
was  made  ‘  prisoner  in  the  castle  of  T  ork,  where  he  dH-u 
about  1302.  It  appears  that  he  possessed  lands  in  one  Eng¬ 
lish’ and  seven  Scottish  Counties,  Northunberland.  Berwick. 
Edinburgh,  Fife,  Lanark,  Ayr,  Dumfries  and  Wigton. 

The  history  of  his  son,  the  Good  Sir  Tame  ot  Douglas, 
is  familiar  to  every  one  as  Bruce’s  greatest  captain  in  the 
long  war  of  the  Succession  from  England.  The  hero 
seventy  fights,  he  is  said  to  have  won  them  all  but  thirteen. 
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leaving-  the  name  of  the,  “Black  Douglas”  (so  called  from  his 
dark  compexion)  as  a  word  of  fear  which  the  English  still 
bear  upon  their  tongues.  He  was  slain  in  Andalusia  in  1330. 
on  his  way  to  the  Holy  Land  with  the  heart  of  his  Captain. 
Sir  Robert  die  Bruce,  and  dying  unmarried  he  was  succeeded 
by  his  brother. 

Hugh  of  Douglas,  of  whom  nothing  is  known  except 
that  he  made  over  the  now  great  domains  of  the  Douglas 
family  in  1342  to  his  nephew.  Sir  William  of  Douglas  (son 
of  a  younger  brother  of  the  Good  Sir  James)  Sir  Archibald 
Douglass,  regeant  of  Scotland,  slain  at  Halidon  Hill  in  1333. 
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EARLS  OF  DOUGLASS 


Up  to  this  time  the  Douglas;’  had  boasted  no  greater 
title  than  that  of  Knight  and  some  scattered  military  title. 
In  1357  Sir  William  of  Douglas,  who  had  fought  as  captain 
at  Poinciers,  and  distinguished  himself  in  other  fields,  was 
made  Earl  of  Douglas  and  later,  by  marriage,  became  also 
Earl  of  Mar.  His  ambition  aimed  at  still  greater  things, 
and  in  1371  he  disputed  the  succession  to  the  Scottish  crown 
with  Robert  II  (the;  first  of  the  Stewarts.)  He  claimed  as 
a  descendant  of'  the.  Bariols  and  Cummings  and  his  preten¬ 
tions  were  abandoned  only  with  the  understanding  that  his 
son  marry  the  King’s  daughter.  He  died  in  1384.  His  son 
James,  second  earl  of  Douglas  and  Mar,  the  conqucrer  ot 
Hotspur,  fell  at  Otterburn  in  1388. 

The  Earldom  of  Dougla;  and  Mar,  meanwhile,  was  be¬ 
stowed  upon  Sir  Archibald,  Lord  of  Galloway,  surnamed  the 
Grim.  Bv  his  marriage  with  the  heiress  of  Bothwell  he  at  - 
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decl  that  great  domain  to  his  already  regal  possessions  and 
became  the  Lord  of  the  Bothwell  Barony.  Having  married 
his  son  to  the  daughter  of  the  heir  apparent  of  the  Scottich 
thrown,  and  his  eldest  daughter  to  the  eldest  son  of  the 
reigning  Monarch,  he  died  in  .1401. 

His  Son,  who  distinguished  himself  in  the  conquest  of 
Brittany,  in  Northern  France,  died  in  1439,  was  buried  in 
the  church  of  Douglas  where  his  tomb  still  bears  the  inscrip¬ 
tion  of,  “‘Duke  of  Touraine,  Earl  of  Douglas,  and  Longue- 
ville,  Lord  of  Galloway,  Wigton  and  Annanda]e  and  lieuten¬ 
ant  of  the  King  of  Scots. 

His  Son,  William,  a  boy  of  sixteen,  kept  a  personal 
body-guard  of  one  thousand  black  horse-men.  His  power 
and  possession  made  him  a  grave  danger  to  the  king  who 
decoyed  him  into  the  Keep  of  the  Edinburgh  castle,  after  a 
mock  trial,  pre rented  him  with  the  Boars  head,  condemned 
him  to  death  and  beheaded  him  on  the  castle  wall  in  1440. 

The  earldom  passed  from  Father  to  Son  in  an  unbrok¬ 
en  line  until  1488  when  the  then  elderly  Earl,  abandoned  a 
worldly  life  and  took  up  the  cowl,  dividing  his  great  estate 
equitably  among  his  many  heirs. 


Aside  from  the  counties,  earldoms  and  provinces 
named  above  the  Douglas  family  held  as  vassel'  the  Earldom 
of  Morton,  Queensberry,  March,  Selkirk,  Forfar  and  Dum¬ 
barton.  Also  the  Viscount  of  Belhaven  and  Mordington. 


The  above  information  gleaned  from  “Douglas  Genea¬ 
logy”  by  C.  H.  I.  Douglas,  History  of  the  House  of  Douglas 
S.:  Angus,  by  Hume,  1644 A 748,  Riddles  Peerage  Laws,  1833, 
P.  Robertson’s  “Origineas  Parochiale  Scotiae  Vol.  1,  p.  102- 
GO.,  Innes’s  Registrum  Honoris  Morton  &  Douglas  fEdm. 
1853,  Vol.  2.) 
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NEW  LONDON  FAMILY 
DOUGLAS  GENEALOGY 
1575-1934 


Introduction 

The  “New  London  family”  has  seemed  the  mosc  tit- 
ting'  designation  for  this  great  branch  of  the  Douglases  m 
America;  for,  although  its  members  are,  at  the  present  time, 
scattered  over  all  lands,  and  although  Dea.  W  illiam  Douglas, 
the  original  emigrant,  first  settled  at  Gloucester,  yet  he 
seen  removed  to  New  London  with  all  his  family,  was  one 
of  the  first  settlers  in  the  town,  always  took  an  important 
part  in  its  affairs  and  became  the  head  of  one  of  the  most 
worthy  families  in  the  colony;  no  inconsiderable  number  of 
his  descendants  have  always  settled  there,  and  to  this  da> 
they  form  a  large  proportion  of  the  inhabitant'.  Xev,  Lon¬ 
don  has  in  all  times  since  is  settlement  been  the  home  ot 
the  family;  and  from  it  they  have  scattered  and  gone  fortn. 
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until  the  descendants  of  Dea.  William  Douglas  are  now  found 
in  every  state  in  the  Union,  in  the  British  provinces,  in 
South  America  and  in  many  of  the  countries  of  the  Old 
World.  It  was  here  that  the  good  old  deacon  passed  th,e 
noontide  and  evening  of  his-  life;  it  was  here  that  his  chil¬ 
dren’s  children  were  born,  lived  and  died;  it  was  here  that 
manj  of  his  descendants  hazarded  their  lives  and  propertv 
for  their  country  both  on  land  and  water;  and  it  is  here  that 
the  ashes  of  ancestors  and  descendants,  undistuibed  by  all 
the  changes  which  have  passed  over  them  during  two  hun¬ 
dred  years,  now  rest  in  the  old  burying  ground  on  the  hill, 
awaiting  the  last  day. 


Ihe  New  London  Douglass  family  is  the  oldest  and  by 
far  the  largest  of  any  included  in.  the  present  work.  It  is 
haidlv  necessary  to  add  that  it  yields  to  none  of  the  others 
in  wealth,  influence  and  honor.  It  would  be  impossible  to 
gi\ e  a  complete  record  of  all  its  distinguished  members,  for 
the  tracing  of  descendants  through  all  the  various  changes 
of  names  which  are  introduced  into  the  family  bv  marriages 
is  exti  cm  eh  difficult;  and  to  obtain  all  the  descendants  of 
a  progenitor  who  lived  more  than  two  centuries  ago  would 
be  next  to  an  utter  impossibility.  The  mantle  of  the  wm  thy 
deacon  seems  to  have  descended  to  successive  generation^, 
and  the  influence  of  his  character  may,  be  seen  today  in 
the  sobriety,  thrift  and  morality  which  distinguish  his  des¬ 
cendant^.  For  four  consecutive  generations  was  the  office 


of  deacon  handed  down  from  father  to  son;  and  it  is  said 
there  always  has  been  and  always  will  he  a  Dea.  William 
Douglas  in  the  family.  ihe  precepts  of  the  first  Deacon 
William  were  treasured  by  his  children,  and  bore  lasting 
fruic  ir>  the  Christian  character  which  lias  marked  the  pro¬ 
gress  of  the  family  to  the  present  time.  Tt  is  but  just  for 
the  author  to  sav  that  he  has  never  heawl  of  one  of  the 
family  being  punished  for  crime,  and  that  the  only  case 
of  imprisonment  by  the  authorities  which  has  come  to  his 
notice  was  for  presuming  to  worship  God  according  to  per¬ 
sonal  convictions. 
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No  pains  have  been  spared  to  ascertain  correctly  the 
early  history  of  the  New  London  family,  and  especially  to 
find  the'  direct  connection  of  the  emigrant  ancestor  with  the 
old  stock  of  Douglases  in  Scotland.  In  what  manner  these 
invettigations  have  been  prosecuted  and  what  results  have 
been  obtained,  the  following  will  show.  It  is  comparatively 
easy,  where  town  records  have  been  preserved,  to  trace  the 
ancestral  line  back  to  about  the  time  of  the  emigrants 
arrival  in  this  country;  but  here,  in  nearly  every  case,  the 

line  abruptly  ends.  All  further  trace  is  as  completely  ob¬ 
literated  as  the  wake  of  the  good  ship  which  crossed  the 
Atlantic  wich  its  precious  freight  so  long  ago;  and  to  at¬ 
tempt,  without  any  clue,  to  fix  upon  the  locality  in  the  Old 
World  from  which  the  ancestor  came  is  like  “hunting  for  a 
needle  in  a  hay-mow.”-  Such  wan  the  case  in  tracing  back 
the  New  London  family.  No  shadow  of  a  clue  could  be 
found  previous  to  1640,  when  William  Douglas  appears  to 
have  been  living  in  Gloucester,  Mass,  But  m  the  course  of 
investigations  in  the  summer  of  1876,  among  the  old  records 
of  New  London,  Conn.,  whither  William  subsequently  re¬ 
moved,  was  discovered  a  deposition  before  Gov.  Bellingham 
in  Boston,  by  Ann  Douglas,  wife  of  William  Douglas,  which 
showed  that  she  at  least  came  from  Ringstead,  Northamp¬ 
tonshire,  England.  Feeling,  certain  that  the  right  clue  had 
now  been  discovered,  a  letter  was  written  on  June  8  1876,. 
to  the  Rector  of  Ringstead  parish,  asking  that  the  parish 
and  other  records  might  be  searched  for  any  trace  of  William 
Douglas  and  his  family.  No  answer  was  ever  received  to 
this  letter,  and  probably  it  never  reached  its  destination. 
After  waiting  some  six  months  in  vain,  a  second  letter 
was  written  to  William  P.  W.  Phillimore,  B.  A.,  at 
Snenton,  Nottinghamshire,  giving  all  tire  particulars,  and 
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directing  him  to  make  researches  in  whatever  way  he  might 
think  best.  An  answer  was  received  in  less  than  three  weeks, 
which  was  as  follows: 

Hill  House,  Snenton, 
Nottingham, 

19  January,  1877 

To  Charles  H.  J.  Douglas. 

Dear  Sir: —  I  beg  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your 
letter  of  the  28th  ult. 

I  wrote  immediately  to  the  Vicar  of  Denford  cum 
Ringstead,  whose  reply  I  enclose. 

I  find  there  are  two  or  three  other  Ringsteadi.  Your 
former  letter  might  have  miscarried  to  Ringstead  in  Norfolk, 
which  would  account  for  your  not  receiving  an  answer. 

It  seems  probable  from  the  reply  that  William  Doug¬ 
las  and  his  family  did  not  reside  at  Ringstead,  and  that  he 
married  his  wife  at  his  own  parish  church.  This  occasionally 
happened,  I  find. 

I  put  the  questions  explicitly  to  Mr.  Sandford.  They 
were  baptisms  of  William  Douglas  and  two  elder  children 
and  his  marriage.  The  clue  might  be  found  possibly  by 
making  searches  in  the  various  parishes  named  Ringstead, 
or  by  searching  the  wills  at  Somerset  House,  London,  and  at 
the  Diocesan  Probate  Court. 

There  are,  I  believe,  professional  pedigree  hunters  in 
London,  but  I  should  not  like  to  recommend  anyone  to  em¬ 
ploy  them. 

’  If  I  can  assist  you  in  any  way  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  >'o. 

I  remain. 

Faithfully  yours, 

—William  P.  W.  Phillimore. 


(20) 


1 


» 


The  note  referred  to,  from  the  Rev.  Edward  Sandford. 
is  as  follows: 

I 

! 

Denford  Vicarage, 

Th  rap  st  on, 

16  January.  1877 

I  have  searched  in  the  Register  of  the  parish,  but 
have  found  no  entries  therein  of  any  of  the  persons  referred 
to  in  your  letter  to  me  of  the  11th  instant. 

Faithfully  yours, 

— Edward  Sandford. 

This  seemed  conclusive,  and  no  further  search  in  that 
direction  was  then  made.  But  reluctant  co  give  the  matter 
up,  after  nearly  a  year  had  elapsed,  it  was  determined  to 
make  one  further  effort.  A  letter  was  dispatched  directly 
to  Mt.  Sandford  in  January,  1778,  directing  him  to  have  all 
the  .parish  or  other  records  in  his  possession,  or  which  he 
thought  might  contain  anything  relating  to  the.  families  of 
either  the  Douglases  or  Matties,  subjected  to  the  most 
thorough  examination,  in  order  to  ascertain  with  absolute 
certainty  whether  they  contained  any  entries  relacing*  to 
these  families.  The  records  were  examined  with  the  great¬ 
est  care  by  two  persons,  and  the  results  are  contained  in  Mr. 
Sandford’s  letter: 

Denford  Vicarage, 

Thrapston,  Northamptonshire, 

February  18.  1878 

Dear  Sir: — In  compliance  with  the  request  contained 
in  your  letter  of  January  16,  I  have  examined  the  Ringstad 
Parochial  Registers  for  more  than  15  years  previous  to  1670 
for  the  deaths  of  Thomas  and  Robert  Mactle,  also  tor  birth 
of  Robert  or  Ann  or  other  Matties  from  1595  to  1615.  a: so 
for  the  marriage  of  William  Doug’as  and  Ann  Mattie,  and 
the  baptisms  of  Ann  and  Robert,  their  children. 

t 
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Seeing-  that  you  expressed  yourself  more  anxious  that 
the  Registers  should  be  searched  with  the  utmost  care  and 
accuracy,  I  have  not  only  made  the  search  myself,  but  also 
entrusted  the  books  to  another  party  for  a  further  and  full 
investigation,  but  all  we  can  find  is,  in  1595: 

‘"‘Robert  Motles  sonne  of  Thomas  was  baptized  the 
fifty  of  October,  in  the  yeare  above  wrighten.” 

A1'. so  in  1599: 

“William  Motley  sonne  of  Thomas  Motley  was  baptd. 
twenty  6th  of  Aprill.” 

This  is  all  the  information  we  can  find  in  reference  to 
any  of  the  persons  to  whom  your  enquiries  refer. 

We  can  find  no  entry  as  to  the  marriage  of  William 
Douglass  or  the  births  of  his  children. 

I  remain, 

Yours  truly, 

— Edward  Sand  ford . 


It  will  be  seen  from  the  above  correspondence  that 
this  source  of  information,  the  only  one  which  seemed  in 
anv  way  likely  to  throw  the  least  light  on  the  subject,  ha" 
been  exhausted:  and  tho  the  results  which  have  been  ob¬ 
tained  are  not  all  which  might  be  desired.  It  is  very  rarely 
that  a  family  which  has  been  in  America  much  over  a  hun¬ 
dred  years,  can,  even  after  the  most  laborious  investigations, 
fix  upon  the  locality  in  the  old  world  from  which  the  orig¬ 
inal  emigrant  came,  with  even  a  high  degree  ot  probability. 
“Seldom  or  never,”  says  William  Courtthroe,  Somerset  Reg¬ 
istrar  of  the  college  of  arms,  London,  can  we  connecc  the 
families  of  emigrants  to  America  at  that  early  period 
(1615)  with  their  relatives  in  England:  They  were  probebly 
designedly  left,  out  of  the  English  pedigree  and  unless  thev 
carried  with  them  into  theii  adopted  country  a  clue  to  their 
English  ancestry  it  was  soon  lost  altogether.  ’  The  same 
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’might  be  said  as  to  families  which  emigrated  from  Scotland, 
Ireland,  Wales  and  other  countries.  William  Douglass  came 
with  his  family  to  New  England,  in  all  probability,  in  lb  40 
and  it  is  unusually  fortunate  that  the  previous  home  of  his 
wife  and  perhaps  that  of  himself  also,  has  been  ascertained 
with  absolute  certainty.  What  has  been  learned,  then,  con¬ 
cerning  the  family  of  William  Douglass  previous  to  his 
arrival  in  New  England  in  1640,  and  concerning  him  and  his 
descendants  since  that  date,  may  be  thus  stated: 


FIRST  GENERATION 


Dea.  William  Douglas- 5  was  born  in  the  year  1610, 
without  doubt  in  Scotland,  although  in  what  part  of  Scot¬ 
land  there  is  no  way  of  knowing.  Had  he  been  born  in  Eng¬ 
land/and  had  been  acquainted  with  his  wife  from. chlidhood, 
there  would  doubt -ess  have  been  some  mention  of  toe 
Douglasses  in  the.  parish  records  of  Ringstead,  the  home  of 
his  wife  and  her  family,  the  Matties.  His  Father,  whose 
name  there  is  reason  to  believe  was  Robert  Douglass,  was 
born  not  far  from  1588,  and  beyond  this  point  no  effort  has 
been  able  to  penetrate.  How  and  where  William  Douvlass 
became  acquainted  with  his  wife,  Ann  Mattie,  is  unknown, 
but  their  marriage  must  have  taken  place  as  HIS  parish 
church,  probebly  in  1636,  when  they  were,  each  of  them.  -6 
years  old,  as  their'  daughter  Ann  was  born  in  1637. 

Ann  Mattie  was  the  only  daughter  of  Thomas  Mattie  of 
Ringstead  (there  are  several  Ringstead  :  in  England)  North¬ 
amptonshire,  England  where  she  was  born  in  1610,  tire  >eai 
of  her  husbands  birth.  She  had  two  brothers,  both  older 
than  she,  Robert,  born  in  Ringstead,  Oct.  5,  1605,  and 
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William,  baptised-  at  the  partish  church  April  6,  1599.  Oi 
these  William  appears  to  have  died  young,  no  mention  being 
made  of  him  when  the  family  estate  was.  inherited  by  Ann. 
Robert,  the  oldest  child,  was  unmarried  or  without  descemb 
ants  at  the  time  of  his  death,  for  Ann  was  the  “next  heare.” 
Robert  and  the  Father,  Thomas,  both  died  previous  to  1670. 
the  later  probebly  many  years  earlier,  and  their  property 
fell  to  Ann.  It  thus  appears  that  Ann’s  descendants  are  the 
only  descendants  of  Thomas  Mattie,  who,  judging  by  the 
birth  of  his  son  Robert,  was  born  as  early  as  1575,  more  than 
three  hundred  sixty  years  ago. 

William’ Douglass  emigrated  to  New  England  with  his 
wife  and  two  children,  Ann  and  Robert,  in  1640.  tho  toe 
exact  time  of  their  arrival  and  the  name  of  the  ship  widen 
brought  them  are  unknown.  The  very  common  tradition  is 
that  the  family  arrived  at  Cape  Ann  (named  from  Ann  Mat- 
.  tie  because  of  the  fact  that  she  owned  land  theie.) 
William  settled  at  Glouchester  nearby  (see  Savages  genealog¬ 
ical  Dictionary  of  New  England,  page  63)  but  removed  to 
Boston  the  same  year.  The  first  mention  of  him  in  the 
Boston  records  is  under  date  of  “The  31st  of  the  6th  moneth. 
1640  (privious  to  1752  the  year  began  with  the  25th  of 
March,  that  month  being  reconed  as  the  first)  ‘’‘William 
Douglass  is  allowed  to  be  a  townesman,  he  behaving  hint- 
self  e  as  becometh  a  Christian  man”  (Boston  town  records. 
Vol.  1,  g.  45)  He  did  not,  however,  remain- in  Boston  but 
removed  to  Ipswich,  where  he  was  entitled  to  a  snare  of  .me 
public  land  in  February  28th,  1641  (Ipswich  records.  Vol.  1.) 
He  remained  at  Ipswich  some  four  years,  returning  to  Bos¬ 
ton  in  1645.  He  followed  the  Coopers  trade  in  Boston  and 
May  1st;  1646  purchased  of  Walter  Merry  and  Thomas  Anciior 
(a  dwelling  house  in  Boston  situate  betweene  the  locts  o 
John  Sweete  and  John  Seabury  together  with  the  shoppe 
which  was  Thomas  Anchor's  and  the  ground  thereunto  be- 
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longing)  (Book  of  possessions  compiled  by  order  ot  the 

general  court  of  April  1634,  page  142),  also,  March  12th.  1647 
of  Walter  Mary,  “on  little  house  with  the  ouse  late  in  the 

tenure  and  occupation  of  John  Newgrove.  adjoining  to  the 
former  house  and  grounds”  (the  same  authority) 

June  20,  1648  he  sold  “unto  Henry  .Browne  of  Line- 
house,  mariner,  a  parcell  of  lande,  parte  of  his  house  lott  in 
Boston,  containing  56  perches,  three  quarters  of  land,  be 
the  same  more  or  lesse;  being  in  front  at  the  sea  thirty  one 
foote,  and  in  fronte  tward  the  streete  fyve  rod,  three  foote, 
or  thereabouts.”  In  December  1659  he  purchased  of  \\  illiam 
Hough,  of  New  London,  Conn.,  “the  house  that  was  Robert 
Isbell’s  in  New  streete."  Soon  after,  in  1660,  he  removed 
with  his  wife  and  three  of  his  children,  Robert,  Sarah  and 
William,  to  New  London.*  That  same  year  he  purchased  a 
house  on  the  so.  side,  of  meeting-house  hill.  A  tract  Oi 
land  “‘by  the  waterside,  on  the  bank  so.  of  Mr.  Raymond  s 
was  also  granted  him  by  the  town.  He  had  besides  two 
farms,  both  granted  him  by  the  town,  in  renumennion  of 
services  to  the  town;  the  first,  in  1660,  consisting  of  60  acres 
and  described  as  being  “three  miles  or  more- west  ol  the 
town  plot,  with  a  brook  running  through  ic.  This  farm  was 
inherited  by  his  second  son,  William,  and  has  remained  in 
the  family,  in  the  direct  line  of  his  male  descendants,  for 
over  two  centuries.  Miss  Caulkins,  the  historian,  speaking 
of  the  house  in  1865  says:  “The  house  is  very  ancient,  and  a 
part  of  it,  which  has  heavy  timbers  overhead  and  is  propped 
with  rude  posts  in  the  area,  probably  belongs  to  the  first 
dwelling  built  upon  the  spot,  which  was  before  1670. 

In  the  winter  of  1662-3  William  Douglas  and  Cary 
Latham  were  appointed  appraisers  of  property  for  the  town 
of  New'  London.  They  duly  made  their  appraisal,  which  was 
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delivered  to  the  General  Court  at  Hartford.  But,  for  some 
reason,  the  court  was  not  satisfied  with  the  result, 'and 

at  Hartford,  March  11,  1662-63 
“At  a  Gen.  Assembly  held 

“This  court  hailing’  duly  considered  the  valuation,  of 
y(c)  estate  of  N:London,  apprized  by  Cary  Latham  and  Willi¬ 
am  Douglas,  doe  judge,  that  they  haue  not  attended  any  rule 
of  righteousness  in  their  worke,  but  haue  acted  very  cor¬ 
ruptly  therein,  and  therefore  doe  ordere  the  Trea  urer  that 
he  sende  forth  his  warrant  to  ye  Constable  of  N:London,  to 
levy  Four  pounds  vpon  ye  estate  of  Cary  Latham,  and  two 
pounds  vpon  Mr.  Douglas  his  estate,  as  a  fine  lor  their  cor¬ 
rupt  and  deceatful  acting  therein.”  (Trumbulls  Colonial  Re¬ 
cord  of  Conn.,  Vol.  1,  p.  392.). 

At  this  proceeding  which  was  altogether  too  severe, 
the  town  was  indignant;  and,  at  a  town  meeting  held  March 

r> 

31,  it  was  resolved  that, 

'“Whereas  Cary  Latham  and  Mr.  Douglas  are  by  the 
Court  fined  for  not  fully  representing  the  town  list  anno 
1662,  the  town  see  cause  to  petition  the  court  as  a  grievance, 
not  finding  wherein  they  have  failed,  except  in  some  few 
houses.”  (Col.  Rec.  of  Conn.  Vol.  1,  p.  405) 

The-  remonstrance  had  the  desired  effect,  and. 

At  a  genii  Assembly  of  electors 
held  at  Hartford,  May  14,  1663. 

“This  Court  remits  Carry  Latham  and  Mr.  Douglas 
fine,  wch.  was  imposed  upon  them  by  the  court  in  March, 
for  their  transgressions  in  making  their  list.” 

In  1665  the  Church  of  New  London  began  to  feel  some 
uneasiness  in  regard  to  their  ministers  views.  The  town 
authorities  designated  Mr.  Douglas  to  handle  the  matter 
which  he  did  in  good  manner  and  according  to  the  dictates 
of  the  time. 
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He  was  always  active  in  church  economy.  lucre  ap¬ 
pears  upon  the  records  under  date  of  August  15,  166 «.  v.  liile 
lie  was  town  clerk,  “Myselfe,  chosen  to  hold  the  box  for  con¬ 
tributions  and  this  is  to  be  propounded  to  Mr.  Bradstreet  to 
have  his  advise  therein.  William  Nichols  is  also  chosen  for 
that  worked’  Mr.  Douglas  was  also  chosen  one  of  the  dea¬ 
cons  of  the  church  in  1670. 


December  9th,  1667  another  farm  was  also  deeded  to 
him  toward  the  head  of  the  “brooke  Jordan  about  foui  miles 
from  towne”  on  the  northeast  side  of  the  swamp  ^aJed. 


‘  * C r a n b e r  r y  Mead o w .  ’  ’ 


At  the  breaking  of  the  King  Phillip  war  with  the  In¬ 
dians  the  colonists  took  active  measures  for  their  ov  n  safet> 
and  Mr.  Douglass  was  appointed  as  one  of  a  committee  ol 
two  to  see  that  'provisions  were  kept  in  readiness  tor  the 
soldiers.  At  a  meeting  of  the  town  council.  May  19.  1676  he 
received  this  appointment.  He  was  one  of  the  townsmen  in 
1663,  1666  and  1667,  recorder  and  moderator  in  1667  an  1  166S. 
sealer  and  packer  in  1673  and  1674  and  on  various  important 
committees  from  year  to  year. 

In  the  MS  journal  of  Mr.  Bradstreet.  now  in  posses- 
sion  of  Henry  Stearns,  Esq.,  Springfield,  it  is  written,  "16^2 
July  26,  Mr.  Douglay  one  of  ye  deacons  of  this  churcn  dyed 
in  ye  72  year  of  his.  age.  He  was  an  able  Christian  &  his 
poor  chh  will  mvch  want  him." 

In  may  1670  Mrs.  Douglass  made  a  journey  to  Boston 
to  appear  before  Governor  Bellingham  in  order  to  establish 
her  claim  to  an  inheritance  which  had  fallen  to  her  tr-»m  hei 
parents  in  the  old  country.  Friends  testified  that  zney  had 
known  her  and  her  family  in  England  and  that  she  was  the 
daughter  of  Robert  Mattie  of  Ringstead.  She  was  at  this 
time  60  years  of  age  and  was,  consequently,  born  in  lt»l<‘. 
She  must  have  been  endowed  with  great  energy  am:  endur- 
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ance  to  have  made  the  trip  to  Boston  at  her  advanced  age 
when  the  conveniences  of  travel  were  extremely  limited. 

They  had  but  five  children  as  far  as  known,  they  were: 

Ann,  born  in  Scotland  1637:  M.  Nathaniel  Geary. 

Robert,  born  Scotland  1639:  M.  Mary  Hempstead. 

Elizabeth,  born  Ipswich,  Mass.  Aug.  26,  1641.  M. 

John  Chandler.  . 

Sarah,  born  in  Ipswich,  Mass.:  April  8,  1643:  M.  Jno. 
Keeney. 

William,  born  Boston,  Mass.  Apr.  1,  1645:  M.  (1st) 
Abiali  Hough,  (2nd)  Mary  Bushnell. 


SECOND  GENERATION,  ROBERT 

Robert  Douglas  was  born  in  Scotland  in  1639.  He  was 
a  year  old  when  his  parents  came  to  Massachusetts,  and 
twenty  one  when  he  removed  with  them  to  New  London, 
Conn,  in  1660.  Lands  were  set  off  to  him  in  New  London  in 
April  16,  1663.  He  also  inherited  from  his  father  in  1682,  a 
house  and  lands  in  New  Street,  which  he  sold  in  1700,  to  his 
•  son  William.  The  same  year  he  gave  William  two  house  lots 
in  New  Street,  on  oposice  sides  of  the  town  street  and  also 
a  town  house  (on  the  corner  of  Douglass  street)  on  condition 
of  his  providing- in  the  house  a  home  for  Robert’s  unmarried 
daughters,  whenever  they  should  wish  to  occupy  it.  •  In  1704 
he  gave  William  a  deed  of  the  farm  of  100  acres,  granted  by 
the  town  to  his  Eather  and  which  he  had  inherited  from  him 
in  1682,  together  with  16  acres  since  added. 

Robert  was  a  cooper — a  trade  which  his  father  had 
'  taught  him,  and  which  he  in  turn  taught  his  son  William. 

His  name  occurs  frequently  in  both  church  and  town  records. 
‘  From  1671  he  appears  to  have  taken  much  interest  in  the 
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affairs  of  the  church  and  served  on  important  town  meet¬ 
ings  and  committees  from  time  to  time. 

He  married  September  28,  1665,  Mary,  daughter  of 
Robert  Hempstead  of  New  London.  She  was  the  first  child 
of  English  parents  born  in  the  town.  Her  father  was  one  ol 
the  four  inhabitants  who  assisted  Winthrop  in  settling  tne 
place.  The  old  Hempstead  house  is  still  standing  in  good 
repair  and,  having  been  entailed,  is  in  the  possession  of  tne 
original  family.  Mrs.  Douglass  died  in  Dec.  1711.  Children 
all  born  in  New  London: — 


William,  b.  Nov.  11,  1666:  M.  Hannah  — 

Mary,  b.  June  13,  1668:  M.  Geo.  Chappell— June  1703 
Ann.  B.  Dec.  25,  1669:  M.  Jacob  Waterhouse. 

John.  b.  July  17,  1671,  died  an  infant. 

Hannah.  B.  May  14,  1673:  M.  Stephen  Hurlbut. 

Sarah.  Dec.  2,  1674:  M.  Sam  Comstock— June  22.  1699. 
Elizabeth.  April  26,  1677:  M.  Henry  Rowland.  Lyme. 
Thomas.  May  15,  1679:  M.  Hannah  Sperry. 

Phebe.  Jan.  20,  1681.  M.  Jno.  Baker. 


Susannah.  1683:  M.  Edward  Dewolf  of  Lyme. 

Ruth.  abt.  1685:  M.  Isaac  Woodoorth,  Norwich.  Dec. 

1711. 


THIRD  GENERATION:  WILLIAM  DOUGLAS 


William  Douglas,  born  in  New  London,  Conn.  Nov.  11, 
1666.  In  1724  he  sold  a  large  tract  of  land  in  the' north 
parish  of  New  London,  near  the  great  pond  to  Patience  Gris- 
wald  of  Lyme,  for  three  hundred  pounds.  He  moved  his 
family  to  Colchester  and  settled  near  the  Great  Pond.  He 
was  a  cooper  by  trade  as  his  father  and  grand  father  had 
been  before  him.  His  wife,  Hannah,  was  received  into  the 
church  at  New  London  Nov.  13,  1709.  Children  ail  born  in 
New  London: — 

John.  Nov.  4,  1701:  M.  Elizabeth  Gusterfield. 

Hannah.  Oct.  23,  1703.  M.  Jno  Bigelow. 

Mercy.  Nov.  4,  1705. 

Joshua.  June  2,  1708.  M.  Sarrah  Foote. 

William.  June  29,  1710. 

Sarah.  1712.  Bapt.  Sept.  7,  1712. 

Peter  1715.  M.  Lydia  Fox. 

Jonathan’.  1717.  Died  about.  1740. 

•  Ann.  1720. 


FOURTH  GENERATION,  JOHN  DOUGLAS 

John  Douglas,  born  in  New  London,  Conn.  Nov.  4.  1701. 
His  Father  removed  with  his  family  to  Colcheste  '  in  1724. 
Ul-n  married  Jan.  27,  1728.  They  were  farmers  an  1  bve  1 
and  died  in  Colchester.  Children  all  born  in  Colchester: — 
Mary.  Nov.  29,  1729. 

Jon.  Oct.  12,  1731. 

Elizabeth.  Dec.  5,  1733. 

Daniel.  Oct.  15,  1735.  M.  Jemima  Webb. 

Isreal.  Dec.  9,  1742.  M.  Abigail  Hull. 


FIFTH  GENERATION 


Daniel  Douglas,  born  in  Colchester,  Conn..  Oct.  15. 
married  Jemima  Webb  of  the  North-western  part  of 
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Saybrook,  now  the  town  of  Chester.  He  was  a  deacon  in  tne 
Baptist  church  at  Saybrook  for  many  years,  sustaining-  tne 
office  from  1775  until  his  death.  He  owned  and  managed  a 
farm  in  Chester  and  also  worked  at  the  trade  of  house  car¬ 
penter.  His  wife,  Jemima,  died  May  16th,  1812.  Children, 

born  at  Saybrook  (now  Chester): — 

John  M. — Griswald,  a  desc.  Milton  Douglas,  Newfane, 


N.  Y.  (77) 

Daniel.  Mar.  9,  1771  M.  Phoebe  Lines. 
Samuel.  1777.  M.  Lydia  Tyler. 

Joshua.  July  3,  1780  M.  Prudence  Spencer. 
David.  M.  Anna  Smith. 

Lucy.  M.  Samuel  Green. 

Hannah.  Single  (died,  Chester) 

Mary,  (single) 


SIXTH  GENERATION 


Dea.  Samuel  Douglass,  born  Chester,  Conn,  about  1777. 
Married  in  December  1799,  Lydia  Tyler,  and  moved  to  Lr  den. 
N.  Y.  in  1800.  Became  a  farmer  and  known  as  “Deacon 
Douglass.”  Brought  up  his  large  family  to  correct  habits 
and  good  morals.  His  grandson,  Sylvanus  M.  Dougia^s, 
writes  that  his  descendants  were  remarkable  for  general 
sobriety  and  industrious  habits  and,  “so  far  as  my  knowledge 
goes  not  one  has  been  convicted  of  crime.  He  died  March 
4th,  1856.  His  wife  died  Jan.  18,  1861.  Children  born  at 

Leyden. 

Lester.  Oct.  4,  1800.  M.  Sarah  Potter. 

Samuel.  Dec.  29,  1801  M.  Mary  Wheeler. 

Lucena.  Nov.  6,  1893  Single. 

Chester.  Dec,  22,  1805  M.  Sarah  Brainard. 

Jemima.  July  9,  1809,  single,  (resided  1877  Port  Ley¬ 
den,  N.  Y.) 

Daniel.  Aug..  28,  1814.  M.  Rose  Lyon. 

Lines.  Dec.  24,  1818.  M.  Nancy  Lyon. 
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SEVENTH  GENERATION 


Chester  Douglass,  born  Leydden,  N.  Y.  Dec.  22,  IS' >5. 
Minister.  Married  Mar.  22,  1829,  Sarah  Desire  Brainard.  born 
in  Leyden  in  1811.  Settled  on  a  farm  in  Watson,  lived  there 
five  years,  removed  to  Martinsburgh  where  they  remained 
25  years,  then  removed  to  High  Forest,  Minn.  First  three 
children  born  in  Watson,  others  in  Martinsburgh: — 

Chester  Azariah.  Aug.  13,  1831,  unmarried  (drowned 
in  Lake  Erie,  Cleveland,  Ohio  June  29,  1852  in 
athletic  contest) 

Samuel  Joseph.  July  4,  1833.  M.  Annie  S.  Jackson. 

Charles  Delos.  June  5.  1835.  M.  1864  High  Forest.  Minn. 

Harvy  Lines.  Oct.  21,  1837.  M.  1868.  Hai  1  daughter. 

Alden  Galusha.  Jan.  19,  1840,  High  Forest.  Minn. 

Sarah  Maria.  Oct.  12,  1843.  M.  Rev.  Thomas. 

Andrew  Perry.  July  21,  1847.  M.  Sarah  Lambert.  1S68. 


EIGHTH  GENERATION 


Sarah  Marie  Douglass,  born  Oct.  12th.  1842  at  Leyden. 
N.  Y.  Married  Rev.  John  Calvin  Thomas  of  Glasco,  Kansas. 
Died  Glasco,  Kans.  Mar.  1,  1930.  Children: —  • 

Haley.  Glasco,  Kans. 

Mason.  Glasco,  Kans. 

Orion.  Glasco,  Kans. 

Louis..  M.  - - Peck,  Hawley,  Minn. 

Whose  descendants  are:  Haley,-  Mason  and  Orian 
Thomas  of  Glasco,  Kansas,  Leta  Isabel  Feather  of  High  For¬ 
est,  Minnesota  and  Lois  E.  Peck  of  Hawley,  Minn. 

Andrew  Perry  Douglass,  born  Martinsburgh.  X  Y. 
July  21,  1847,  Enlisted  civil  war  with  two  other  brothers. 
Married  Sarah  Lambert  Sept.  25th,  1868  at  V  orthirv-rtun. 
Minn.  Married  again  later  in  life.  Died  Soldier  s  Home.  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Sept.  6th.  1931.  Past  Commander,  Summer  Post  No.  3.. 
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Sacramento,  Calif.  Was  a  farmer,  trader  and  merchant. 
Medium  height,  stocky.  Sarah  Estell  Lambert,  born  London  - 
England,  Nov.  11th.,  1852;Father  Albert  Lambert,  Mother 
Martha  Howe.  While  an  infant  she  moved  to  Canandaigua, 
N.  Y.  Three  brothers  and  one  sister,  Frank,  Fred  Mattie  and 
Alfred.  Her  mother  was  a  maid  of  Queen  Victoria,  born  Edin¬ 
burgh,  Scotland.  Mrs.  Lambert  died  Storm  Lake,  Iowa, 
Mar.  25,  1925.  First  three  children  born  High  Forest,  Minn., 
others  Akron,  la.: — 

Clara.  Sept.  16,  1873.  M.  Norman  J.  Williams. 

Alice  Evelyn.  July  4,  1875.  M.  James  M.  Austin. 

Harvy.  Sept.  5,  1876.  Single.  Hibbing,  Minn. 

Beatrice.  Sept.  11,  1881.  M.  Harold  Meachen. 

Leo.  Aug.  8,  1885.  M.  Helen  Mae  Webster. 

Nellie  Martha.  Apr.  10,  1879. 


NINTH  GENERATION 

Clara  Maud  Douglass,  born  High  Forest,  Minn.  Sept. 
16ch,  1873.  Moved  with  her  parents  to  PortTandville  (now 
Akron)  Iowa.  Married  Norman  John  Williams  of  Akron 
Akron)  Iowa.  Married  Norman  John  Williams  of  Akron. 
Musically  inclined.  Resides  R.  9.,  Auburn,  N.  T.  Children, 
born  Akron,  Iowa  &  Spencer,  la:— 

Norman-Paul,  July  20th,  1890.  M.  Jane  Marian  Moulton 
Gertrude.  Sept.  26,  1904.  M.  Geo.  Birdseye 
All.ie  Evelyn  Douglass,  .born  High  Forest,  Minn.  July 
4,  1875.  Moved  to  Portlandville,  (now  Akron)  Iowa  with  her 
parents.  Married  James  M.  Austin  of  Ellendale,  N.  D.  June 
30th,  1896.  Her  family  was  raised  in  Ellendale.  Remarried 
late  in  life  and  now  lives  at  1900  Discovery  Way,  Sacramento, 
Calif.  Dark,  medium  height,  neuronic.  Children  born  at 
Akron  and  at  Ellendale: — 

William  James.  Feb.  17,  1900  M.  Mary  Igoe. 

Leo  Clark.  Aug.  23.  1910. 

Harvy  Erwin  Douglass,  born  at  High  Forest,  Minn. 
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Sept.  5th.  187G.  Resided  as  young  man  in  Washington  and 
later  at  Hibbing,  Minn.  Single  man  with  no  descendants. 
Employed  as  forest  ranger  with  U.  S.  Government. 

Beatrice  Douglass  born  Sept.  11,  1881  at  Akron,  Iowa. 
Lived  at  Akron  until  her  marriage  to  Harold  Meachen  of 
Ellendale,  N.  D.  Attended  State  Normal  School,  Elendale, 
N.  D.  where  she  now  resides.  Dark,  medium  height.  Chil¬ 
dren  born  at  Ellendale: — 

Harold  Douglass 

Marjorie  May 

Leo  Andrew  Douglass,  born  August  Sth,  1885  at 
Akron,  Iowa.  Operated  a  clothing  business  in  his  home  town 
until  1920  at  which  time  he  went  into  the  clothing  and  shoe 
business  at  Storm  Lake,  Iowa  where  he  now  resides.  Light, 
stocky,  active  in  business  and  civic  circles.  Married  Helen 
Mae  Webster  at  Hartley,  la.,  Aug.  27th  1913.  who  was  born 
at  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  March  23,  1889.  Father  James  S.  Web¬ 
ster;  Mother,  Emma  Beech.  Children: — 

« 

Gilbert  Arthur. 

Nellie  Martha  Douglass,  born  April  10,  1879  at  Akron. 
Iowa  where  she  passed  away  at  the  age  of  fifteen  months. 

Harold  Meachen,  one  of  twins,  is  the  son  of  E.  W. 
Meachen,  Ellendale,  N.  D.  Father,  son  and  brother  Harry 
operate  a  blacksmith  and  repair  shop  at  Ellendale. 


TENTH  GENERATION 

Norman  Paul  Williams,  born  at  Akron.  Iowa  July  20, 
1890.  Attended  Iowa  and  Wisconsin  Universities.  Signed 
with  the  Army  for  world  war  service  1917.  Major  in  U.  S. 
Army  and  stationed  now  at  University  of  New  Hampshire, 
Durham,  N.  H.  Married  Jane  M.  Moulton  at  Spencer.  Iowa 
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Nov.  16,  1917.  Miss  Moulton  was  born  ac  Magoimanie,  Wis., 
June  25,  1891.  Father,  L.  H.  Moulton;  Mother,  Annie  Marrish. 
Children:— 


Norman  Lewis  Sept.  24,  1918. 
Florence  Annaclare  June  6,  1922. 


Gertrude  Williams,  born  at  Spencer,  Iowa  Sept.  26th. 
1904.  Removed  to  New  York  with  her  parents  where  she 
graduated  from  Syracuse  University.  Married  George  Craw¬ 
ford  Birdseye  at  Syracuse,  N.  Y.  Jan.  1,  1925,  now  living-  at 
30  Danbury  Drive,  Camillus,  N.  Y.  Children:— 

Gerald  Crawford. 


William  James,  born  Akron,  Iowa  Feb.  17,  1900.  Mar¬ 
ried  Mr  y  Igoe  1930  at  Chicago,  Ill.  Raised  at  Kllendale,  N. 
Dak.  Admitted  to  the  bar  1925.  Assistant  Attorney  General 
of  North  Dakota  1931  to  date.  Resides  at  BUmarck,  N.  Dak. 
Dark,  tall  and  slender.  Children: — 


Mary  Alice.  Sepc.  9,-  1931.  Chicago. 

James  D.  Born  July  27th,  1933.  Passed  away  in  infancy. 
William  Gordon,  Born  May  6,  1936. 

Leo  Clark.  Born  Kllendale,  N.  D.  Aug.  23,  1910.  Raised 
at  Kllendale  and  moved,  with  his  Mother,  to  Sacramento, 
California  in  1921,  where  he  now  resides.  Mechanically  in¬ 
clined.  Dark,' slender.  . 


Harold  Douglass,. born.  Kllendale,  North  Dakota,  1910. 
Raised  at  Kllendale  where  he  took  up  pedegogy  and  is  now 
principal  of  a  local' high  school.  Dark  complexion,  tall  and 

slender. 

Marjorie  May,  born  Kllendale,  N.  Dak.  Is  at  this 
time  living'  with  her  parents  at  Kllendale,  attending  the  local 


school. 

Gilbert  Arthur,  born  Akron,  Iowa  Oct.  24,  1916.  Moved 
with  hi parents  to  Storm  Lake,  Iowa  where  he  now  resides. 
He  is  attending  Kemper  Military  School,  maioring  in  busi¬ 
ness  administration.  Ligh  complexion. 
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AUSTIN  FAMILY 


Arms,  “a  chevron  gules,  between  three  lions’  gambs 
and  erect  sable,  armed  of  the  second.”  Crest,  “on  a  mural 
crown  or,  a  stag  stacant  argent  and  attired  gold.’ 

•  It  is  the  belief  of  older  members  of  the  Austin  family 
that  the  name  Austin  is  the  contraction  of  an  early  Scandi¬ 
navian  name  belonging  to  Vikings  who  settled  in  the  North 
of  England  during  the  invasion  period,  probably  about  the 
year  1066. 

.  The  members  of  this  family  may  be  generally  charac¬ 
terized  as  dark,  large,  tall  and  slender. 

•  James  N.  Austin,  Charles  Austin,  Josiah  Austin  and 
William  An  tin  were  the  only  children  born  to  the  union  of 
James  Austin  and  his  wife,  name  unknown,  at  Bourne,  Eng¬ 
land. 

The  oldest  son,  James,  was  married  in  FactoryviHe,  N. 
Y.  in  1853  to  Sarah  Ann  Robson.  He  passed  away  at  Spring 
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Green,  Wis.  August  17,  1862.  His  son,  James  H.  Austin,  who 
married  Hilda  Knutson  of  Oslo,  Norway,  was  a  man  of  strong 
and  positive  views  and  resided  at  Pipestone,  Minn. 

The  second  brother,  Charles,  was  for  many  years  a 
resident  of  Chelsae,  England.  The  residence  of  Josiah  is  not 
known  but  the  youngest  son,  W  illiam  Mark,  born  at  Bourne, 
England,  in  Lincolnshire,  came  to  America-  in  1855,  having 
been  left  an  orphan.  He  settled  at  New  dork  but  later 
moved  to  Spring  Green,  Wis.  where  he  lived  until  1876.  He 
then  moved  to  Helena,  Wis.  where  he  resided  until  1882.  He 
migrated  to  Ellendale,  Territory  of  Dakota  (later  North  Da¬ 
kota)  where  he  lived  from  1892  until  the  time  of  his  death  in 
1909.  He  was  a  tradsman  during  his  early  days  and  later 
owned  and  operated  a  store.  He  was  a  dark  man  with  olive 
skin  and  over  the  average  in  height. 

Mary  Wilson  Austin,  wife  of  William  Mark  Austin, 
was  born  in  the  Highlands  of  Scotland,  moved  to  W  ilson 
Creek,  Wis.  in  1829  and  was  married  at  that  place..  Her 
Father,.  John  Wilson,  was  a  cooper  on  an  English  Man-Of- 
War  and  was  born  in  Edinborough,  Sc.  in  1781.  He  moved, 
with  his  daughter,  to  Wilson  Creek,  Wis.  .  after  a  short 
courtship  with  his  wife,  Jannet  Gurfie,  whose  Father  oper¬ 
ated  a  tavern  on  the  north  side  of  the  Caledonian  Lock. 
Chapel  Hill,  Scotland,  Wilson  was  married  to  Miss  Currie. 
The  following  article,  dealing  with  the  life  of  Wilson  and  his 
wife,  is  taken  from  a  December  1870  issue  of  a  Spring  Gieen, 
Wis.  paper: — 

“•Elsewhere  appears  the  announcement  of  the  death 
of  Mrs.  Jannet  Gurrie  Wilson,  one  of  the  first  residents  of 
this  county,  and  a  woman  greatly  esteemed.  Concerning  the 
history  of  her  life  Mr.  Canfield  gives  us  the  following  facts: 
Mrs.  Wilson  was  born  at  Chapel  Hill,  Scotland  on  Ma\  1_, 
1796,  and  brought  up  at  Perthshire,  Scotland,  a  district  fam¬ 
ous  as  comprising  the  old  city  of  Perth.  Scone,  Lock  Katiine 
and  the  Carse  of  Cowrie,  scenes  famous  in  history,  song  and 
tradition.  With  these  scenes  and  traditions  Mrs.  Wilson  was 
familiar.  She  was  married  in  Scotland  to  John  Wilson  and 
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soon  after,  with  her  husband,  came,  via  Canada,  to  Buffalo. 
There  Mr.  Wilson  formed  an  engagement  with  the  Helena 
Shot  Tower  Company,  the  proprietors  residing  at  Buffalo, 
to  come  to  Helena,  on  the  Wisconsin  river,  and  clerk  for 
them.  He  came  on  in  1853  and  clerked  and  coopered  for  the 
company,  while  Mrs.  Wilson  took  charge  of  the  boarding 
house  attached  to  the  works.  May  4th,  1841  he  leashed  two 
canoes  together  and  upon  them  moved  his  family  and  effects 
to  Sauk  county.  The  creek  upon  which  he  settled  soon  be¬ 
came  known  as  Wilson’s  Creek  and  .still  bears  that  name. 
The  Wilson’s  soon  beame  a  favorite  stopping  place  for  pin¬ 
ery  men  in  going  up  and  down  the  river,  from  the  intelli¬ 
gence  and  social  qualities  of  both  the.  host  and  hostess,  added 
to  the  good  housekeeping  qualities  of  the  later.  Her  death 
occured  four  years  to  a  day  after  that  of  her  husband.  The 
strong  characteristics  of  Mr.  Wilson  and  the  hospitality  and 
kind-heartedness  of  his  wife,  with  her  broad  Scots  accent, 
will  ever  linger  pleasantly  in  the  memory  of  all  who  knew 
them.”  ' 


Families  of  this  name  were  to  be  found  at  early  dates 
in  Lincoln,  York,  Oxford,  Kent,  Surrey,  Southampton. 
Hertford,  Norfolk  and  London  and  were  for  .themost  pars. 
Yeoman  of  North  England.  They  are  distinguished  by  their 
height  and  by  their  swarthy  complexion. 


To  the' union  of  William  Mark  Austin  and  Mary  Wil¬ 
son  were  norn  Johnny  Austin,  James  M.  Austin,  Katy  Austin, 
Janet  Austin  and  Royce  Austin.  Johnny,  Janet  and  Royce 
died  in  infancy.  Katy  Au  tin,  after  receiving  an  excellent 
education,  married  Clark  Angel  of  Litchfield,  Minn,  to 
which  union  there  were  two  children  born,  Louis  Angel,  of 
Cogswel,  N.  Dak.,  a  teacher  and  professor,  and  Mary  Angel, 
of  Litchfield,  Minn.  Katy  Austin  won  a  national  reputation 
as  an  elocutionist.  She  passed  away  at  Ellendale,  North  Da¬ 
kota  where  she  now  rests. 
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James  M.  Austin,  second  son  of  William  Mark  Austin, 
was  born  in  Spring'  Green,  Wis.  January  3rd,  1863.  He  at¬ 
tended  the  University  of  Wisconsin  and  later  became  an  at¬ 
torney,  practising  at  Akron,  Iowa,  Le  Mars,  Iowa  and  iinally 
at  Ellendale,  North  Dakota  where  he  now  resides.  He  was 
elected  Judge  in  1922  which  office  he  held  for  seven  terms. 
Active  in  local  and  state  politics.  He  married  Alice  Lveiyn 
Douglass  (see  9th  generation  of  Douglasses)  in  1896.  from 
which  union  two  children  were  born,  W  illiam  James  ana  Leo 
Clark.  Tall  and  slender,  dark  complexion.  (For  descendents 
see  10th  generation  of  Douglasses.) 

George  Milan  Austin,  son  of  James  H.  Austin  and 
Hilda  Knutson  was  born  at  Spring  Green,  Wisconsin  in  1SS5, 
now  resides  at  Pipestone,  Minn.  Married  Belle  Reiger  in 
1906  to  which  union  one  son,  Howard,  was  born.  Later  mar¬ 
ried  Augusta  Hiltel  of  Glenco,  Minn. 

Louis  Angel,  born  in  1901  at  Ellendale,  N.  D..  gradu¬ 
ated  from  the  N.  D.  University  in  1937.  He  married  Chris¬ 
tina  Baumgartner  of  Strasburg,  N.  D.  and  has  two  sons, 
Clark  and  William. 
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IGOE  FAMILY 


Ihe  name  Ig'oe  is  said  to  be  a  contraction  of  the  bid 
Gae.ic  name  “Kekoe.”  The  members  of  the  lime  family  have 
bved  for  generations  as  tradesmen  and  farmers  in  County 
Mayo,  in  the  north  of  Ireland.  They  are,  as  a.  rule,  short, 
stocky  and  of  ruddy  complexion. 


■ 


FIRST  GENERATION 


James  (John)  Igoe  lived  at  Attymass.  P.  0..  Killgella, 
Ireland.  The  date  of  his  marriage  and  the  name  of  his  wife 
are  not  known.  He  passed  away  and  was  buried  by  the 
Catholic  Fathers  at  the  place  of  his  residence  in  1900.  He 
had  four  sons  and  six  daughters: — 

Michael  (Ben)  Igoe,  7623  Green  St.,  Chicago,  Ill. 


Thomas  Igoe,  Killgeila,  Ireland. 

James  Igoe,  5348  Emerald  Ave.,  Chicago,  Ill. 
John  Igoe,  who  died  in  infancy. 

Mary  Igoe  Meeham,  Butte,  Montana. 

Bridget  Igoe,  Deceased  with  no-  heirs. 

Margaret  O’Conner,  81st  and  Wood.  Chicago.  III. 
Eatty  Downs,  Chicago,  Ill . 

Kate  Gilmarcin,  75th  and  Vernon  St..  Chicago,  Ill. 


Annie  Mulronie,  75th  Place  &  St.*  Lawrence, 
Chicago,  Illinois. 
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SECOND  GENERATION 


James  Ig'oe,  the  second  son  of  James  (John)  Igoe,  came 
to  America  while  a  young-  man  and  settled  at  Boston,  Mass, 
where  he  met  and  married  Annie  Ryan.  He  has  been  engag¬ 
ed  as  a  motorman  on  the  Chicago  Surface  Traction  Lines  for 
twenty  years.  He  live:  at  present  at  5348  South  .Emerald 
Ave.,  Chicago.  Six  children  were  born  to  the  union,  the 
first  two  in  Boston  and  the  rest  in  Chicago:—  John.  James. 
Edward,  Josephine  and  Eleanor  reside  with  their  parents. 
Mary,  the  oldest  daughter,  resides  with  her  husband,  W.  J. 
Austin  at  Bismarck,  North  Dakota. 

Annie  Ryan,  the  wife  of  James  Igoe,  was  one  of  eight 
chihlren  born  to  Patrick  Ryan  of  At.tymass,  Ireland.  Her 
father  passed  away  at  the  city  of  his  residence  in  January 
1000  and  her  Mother,  Bridget  Durkin  Ryan  was  deceased  in 
1010  at  the  age  of  55  years.  Her  brothers  and  sisters  are:  — 

John  Ryan,  Deceased. 

Bridget  Ryan,  Attymass,  Ballina.  Ireland. 

Katy,  Centerville,  Mass. 

Michael  Ryan,  Attymass,  Ballina,  Ireland. 

Mary  Ryan  Lee,  Rt.  L,  Melrose  Park,  Ill. 

Margaret  Quinn,  Attymass,  Ballina,  Ireland. 
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THIRD  GENERATION 


Mary  Igoe  Austin,  the  daughter  of  James  Igoe-  and 
Annie  Ryan  Igoe,  wai  born  in  Boston,  Mass,  on  Feb.  AT  1911 
Married  W.  J.  Austin  (See  10th  generation  of  Douglasses)  in 
1930  and  now  resides  at  Bismarck,  N.  D.  with  her  family. 


John  J.  Igoe,  son  of  James  Igoe,  born  in  Nov.  1909  at 
Boston.  He  is  now  deceased. 

James  J.  Igoe,  born  at  Chicago,  Ill.  in  1913. 

Josephine  Igoe,  born  Chicago,  Ill.  Married  B.  Murray 
has  one  child,  Patrecia,  born  Visitation  Parish,  Chicago,  Feb. 
10,  1936. 

Edward  Igoe,  born  Chicago,  1924.  Married  June  Camp¬ 
bell.  Daughter  born  Feb.  1940  at  Chicago.  Illinois. 

Eleanor  Igoe,  born  Chicago,  1926. 
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